The vast majority of students of microbial life are preoccupied with immediately practical problems and most of them have been trained for their work from the standpoint of some practical art, medicine, veterinary science, sanitary engineering or agriculture, rather than from the more general and fundamental standpoint of the biologist. The Society of American Bacteriologists was founded as a protest against such necessary but dangerous specialization, to bring together workers in all fıelds for a consideration of their problems in the light of the underlying, unifying principles of bacteriology as a member of the group of the biologic sciences. It is this ideal which distinguishes our society from any other organization in America which deals with microbic life and its effects. . . . It would be a great pity if, as we gather year by year, we should fail to discuss together many of the more special problems of technique with which we are concerned. In particular it is well that we should exercise the widest hospitality toward those branches of our science, such as dairy bacteriology and soil bacteriology which have no technical societies at their disposal, such as are available for the specialists in medical and sanitary lines. We should be untrue to our highest mission, however, if we failed at the same time to emphasize those phases of our work in which this society of all others is peculiarly qualifıed to be of service, in striking sparks by the contact of experience in the different fıelds of bacteriology, and in viewing all our special problems by the clear light of fundamental biological principles. . . . Instead of the pure compounds of the chemist we must deal with organisms, interacting mixtures of substances, different for each kind and even for each individual plant and animal. . . . For most purposes, however, the species or kind of organism displays reasonably uniform characteristics, and may be used as our practical unit of study. A clear distinction between the kinds of organisms involved and a clear conception of the relation between these kinds is certainly however imperative, and a sound basis for the characterization and classifıcation of the organisms with which we deal is one of the most pressing needs of bacteriology.
Winslow then enters a long dissertation (13 pages 
Weighing in on the Hologenome-Metagenome Debate
We read with interest Eugene Rosenberg's letter on the terms holobiont and hologenome (March 2013, p. 101).
We agree with his argument that the term hologenome is superior to metagenome when describing the total genetic material of a metazoan (or plant) and all of its associated symbiotic microorganisms, as these organisms are functioning as single unit, which we termed the symbiome. In this lexicon the hologenome is distinct from the metagenome which is used to describe an environmental sample of multiple species types that are not all functioning as part of a whole. We would point out that our use of the term hologenome (G. 
